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debt (f).    While the general rule, already mentioned, is that
a simple contract debt (g) is situated in the country in which
the debtor resides at the material time, because it is there that
the assets to satisfy the debt presumably are and that the debt
can be recovered (h), the application of the general rule is some-
times complicated by the   fact that the debtor resides in effect
in two or more countries.    A corporation, for example, may
carry on business and have offices in several countries, and in
order to decide which of the several residences of the debtor
is the criterion of locality of a particular debt, it is necessary to
look at the contract which creates the debt.   If under that con-
tract the debt is payable or recoverable at the office of the com-
pany in a particular country, the debt is to be considered as
being situated in that country (i).   A bank is entitled to refuse
to pay a cheque at any branch other than the one upon which
it is drawn and at which the drawer has his account (j), and
a customer is not entitled to require payment at one branch of
money at his credit at another branch, at least in the absence
of sufficient previous notice to the latter branch requiring it to
transfer or remit the money to the former (k).

In The King v. Louitt (I) the question was whether the
province of New Brunswick was entitled to succession duty upon
money on deposit in a branch at St. John, New Brunswick, of
a bank having its head office at London, England, the domicile
of the deceased depositor having been in Nova Scotia. It was
argued that the situs of this simple contract debt was either at
the residence of the debtor, that is, in England, or that of the
creditor, that is, in Nova Scotia, and that the debt was there-

(/) The expression in itself includes of course the case of a
negotiable instrument, not a specialty, already discussed, and may not
be wide enough to cover every kind of obligation to pay money in-
cluded in the subsequent discussion.

(g) Whether a debt is a simple contract debt is determined by
the lex rei sitae: Attorney-General for Ontario v. Fasken, [1935] O.K.
288, [19353 3 D.L.R. 100.

(h) Attorney-General v.Bouwens (1838) 4 M. & W. 171; Commis-
sioner of Stamps v. Hope, [1891] A.C. 467; Sutherland v. Adminis-
trator of German Property, [1934] 1 K.B. 423.

(t) New York Life Insurance Co. v. Public Trustee, [1924] 2 Ch.
101, and cases there cited; In re Russian Bank for Foreign Trade.
[1933] Ch. 745; In re Russo-Asiatic Bank, [1934] Ch. 745.

(i) Woodland v. Fear (1857), 7 E. & B. 519; Prince v, Oriental
Sank Corporation (1878), 3 App. Cas. 325.

(k) Clare v. Dresdner Bank, [1915] 2 K.B. 576.

(I) [19123 A.C. 212.